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Are You Connected with the CIA? — No! 

Question: The Committee to Investigate Assass- 

inations has long been suspected by some people of 
being somehow connected with the CIA and you your- 
self being labeled possibly a CIA agent or CIA 
plant. Are you in fact a CIA agent of some sort? 

Fensterwald: No, I'm a full-time lawyer. Neither 

I nor my partner have ever been affiliated with the 
CIA or worked for the CIA either with or without 
pay in any way, shape or form. I have no idea where 
the rumor started. I don't know anyone that knows 
anything about my history that has ever made such an 
accusation. On the converse side, going back to 
the early '60s when I worked for the Senate as counsel 
for one of their committees, I did an investigation 
on the CIA and since then I have represented a number 
of clients in cases against the CIA to the extent 
that if there's any evidence at all, it all points 
in the other direction. 



Thousands of Documents Still Locked Away 

Q: Is it possible that the CIA or the FBI has 

evidence locked away somewhere that could shed new 
light on the investigations into the JFK assassina- 
tion or perhaps Martin Luther King's assassination? 

A: It’s always possible, and there is consider- 

able evidence which is under lock and key in the 
National Archives today which will remain classified 
until the year 2039 unless it is declassified by the 
various government agencies, primarily the FBI and 
the CIA. In addition to that, there are literally 
thousands of documents that the CIA did not give 
to the Warren Commission and did not go to the 
National Archives which have never been made public. 

A number of freedom of information suits have resulted 
in declassification of a part of this material, yet 
we know from the index they give us that they have 
a mass of material which has never been made public. 

The Releasing of Vital Evidence 

Q: Apart from material that might prove distaste- 

ful or hurtful to the Kennedy family, the JFK autopsy 
photographs for example, is there other evidence 
or do you feel there’s other material under lock and 
key that could shed significant light on the assass- 
inations? 

A: Well, certainly from reviewing the index of 

the withheld material which they have been forced 
to supply to various district courts, you get the im- 
pression that much very vital information is being 
withheld. Again, I say, without knowing what that 
information is, it’s hard to say where it’s going 
to point. 

Q: Can you hazard a guess as to what they might 

have? 

A: No, I can’t. I can only tell you so far 
as the CIA is concerned a large part of the withheld 
testimony involves a trip Lee Harvey Oswald made to 
Mexico just immediately prior to the assassination. 

No one in the public knows what this trip was all 
about. But we do know that the CIA has been partic- 
ularly sensitive with respect to that. We do know 
that there were CIA cameras taking pictures of people 
going in and out of the Cuban and Soviet embassies 
and they took a number of pictures of a man they 
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labeled Lee Harvey Oswald. From looking at him, he 
is obviously not Lee Harvey Oswald, but the CIA will 
not identify him. 

Q: Would it not better serve the American public 

to just simply release this information and get to 
the bottom of the matter once and for all? 

A: The Committee to Investigate Assassinations 

has urged through the years that all of the informa- 
tion with respect to the John Kennedy assassination 
be made public. The official solution is that Lee 
Harvey Oswald was a lone nut killer and that there 
were no other people involved and there were no in- 
ternational ramifications. And therefore, taking that 
story as gospel makes it difficult for a lawyer 
to see why they should cover anything. However, 
there is this intense desire on the part of govern- 
ment to keep it secret, and I think in any lawsuit 
where you have this sort of mania for locking the 
evidence up you create the suspicion that there's 
more there. And I don’t think anybody at this time 
outside the government knows what happened to John 
Kennedy. I think the congressional committees in 
time will find out. 

Reopening the Questions? — Yes! 

Q: It has been 13 years since the Kennedy assass- 

ination. Why reopen his grave? 

A: It's not really a question of reopening his 

grave. I know the subject is frequently talked a- 
bout in terms similar to that. I think that the in- 
tegrity of our whole political process is probably 
at stake because whether the Warren Commission was 
right or wrong, I think that the American people — 
and the polls bear this out — have a great doubt 
as to whether Oswald was properly investigated. 

They have a doubt as to whether Oswald was a lone 
nut killer. And until their doubts can be satisfied, 
I think the integrity of the system and the credibil- 
ity of the government is very much weakened. 

Watergate 

plus the Revelations of the CIA Seeking to Kill Fidel Castro 

Q: Why has it taken 13 years for Congress to be- 

come officially involved in this? 

A: Well, it's a number of reasons. One, I think 

the membership of the Warren Commission itself con- 
tained so many outstanding people that it is diffi- 
cult to believe that for whatever reason they would 
not seriously try to give the public a full answer. 
There's a great reluctance to disbelieve people like 
Justice Warren and Sen. Russell. Secondly, I think 
until Watergate people tended to disbelieve that 
their government could be involved in anything of 
this nature. But even more recently the revelations, 
the accounts, of the CIA to kill Fidel Castro have 
gotten rid of the last reluctance there is. 

Warren Commission Complicity? — Probably Not 

Q: Is it conceivable that the Warren Commission- 

in the interests of national security — participated 
in or agreed to some sort of cover-up? 

A: As a lawyer I tend to believe they made the 

best conclusion they could from the evidence at 
hand. We know of so much key evidence that was 
either withheld or destroyed that you get a general 
feeling that they had only a relatively small part 
of the really important material. For example, 

Lee Harvey Oswald wrote a threatening note to an 
FBI agent shortly before the assassination. In 
a matter of an hour or two before Jack Ruby shot 



Oswald, the FBI agent flushed it down the toilet. 

Now this was never reported to the Warren Commission. 
There are certain people who can link Oswald and Ruby 
and this material was never passed to the commission.' 
So I think it's a very harsh judgment to say that 
this very distinguished bunch of Americans — includ- 
ing the chief justice of the United States —pur- 
posely did not reach the proper conclusion. 

Investigate for Two Years? — Reasonable 



Q: How long will it take the House to investigate 
this affair and come to some sort of a conclusion. 
Will it be years away, do you feel? 



A: No, I don't think it will be that far away. 

The House of Representatives had two basic roads they 
could have takenstheir staff members, people who 
were thoroughly familiar with the subject but equal- 
ly opinionated: or they could start with people who 
were good lawyers and good investigators and start 
with a clean mind and simply go down the same road 
that others have been going down for 12 years. They 
chose the latter. That will take somewhat more 
time, but with the caliber of people that have been 
chosen I can't see that it's going to take a matter 
of years. I think it will take a number of months 
longer than it would going the other way. 

The National Concern: 

Why were Kennedy and King Killed? and How? and Who? 



Q: Eunice Shriver, who of course lost two broth- 

ers to assassins, has said that she would prefer the 
whole thing be dropped, that the investigations 
into JFK and Robert Kennedy’s deaths shouldn’t be 
opened. How do you respond when a family member 
expresses this kind of a sentiment? 



A: Well, I think all of us feel a basic sympathy 
not only for Mrs. Shriver but also for Mrs. Rose 
Kennedy and for the remaining brother, Sen. Kennedy. 
But it's my own feeling that the question of what 
happened to the Kennedy brothers, if something more 
than meets the eye did occur, is really a matter of 
national concern and transcends their own very un- 
derstandable interest in it. I think that the in- 
vestigation certainly into President Kennedy’s death 
can be done in such a way as to cause minimum grief 
to the family. And I think there's a very good chance 
that this will happen because I think the members 
of the House of Representatives and the members of 
the Church Committee in the Senate are very well 
aware of the problem, and I can't see any reason 
why it cannot be done without terribly distasteful 
evidence being trotted out in public. I just don't 
think that's necessary. 



James Earl Ray: a Plea of Guilty, and No Trial: Shocking 



Q: You were the attorney for James Earl Ray. Do 

you feel that there is evidence that could clear him 
or alternatively to prove that he was not the lone 
assassin? 

A: It is my own personal belief that there was 

a conspiracy. I think that the question would be 
resolved if James Earl Ray were given a trial. I 
think most of us in the United States, most of the 
public certainly, and almost all of Washington that 
I know were simply amazed when a guilty plea was 
extracted from him and he went off to serve a 99-year 
term without a trial. It came as a great shock to 
most people and I think most people were rather 
disappointed in a crime of this magnitude a man would 
not in fact stay for a jury trial. I spent six years 

(please turn to page 7) 
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Footnotes 

/ 1 / Peter Dale Scott provides one such example: 

"When Ruby's roommate, George Senator, was 
questioned about more than fifty names in 
the notebook of a Ruby employee, one entry 
— Pete Whate- Atty- Un Life Bldg R1 1-1295 
( 19 H 73) — was for some reason passed 
over (14 H 295,cf.l4 H 34). The Warren 
Commission, which purported to be looking 
for links between Oswald and Ruby, should 
have been interested in this one — the ap- 
pearance in a Ruby notebook of what had al- 
ready been learned to be the address, phone 
number, and office mate of William McKenzie, 
Marina Oswald's attorney (17 H 768). If 
they had checked more closely, they would 
have 'noted that one of White's partners 
(Ivan Irwin, Sr.) came from the family law 
firm identified to the FBI by a Mafia re- 
presentative (Paul R. Jones) as the conduit 
for pay-offs by organized crime to Dallas 
law enforcement officials. (22 H 298)." 

/2/ The Dallas police sought to minimize their known 
contacts with Ruby. Police Chief Curry 
tried to make the Warren Commission believe 
that only 25 to 50 of the 1,175 men on the 
force knew Ruby. Even the Warren Report 
calls this figure "conservative" (p. 224). 

It is known that of the 75 policemen pre- 
sent when Ruby shot Oswald, 40 of them knew 
Ruby. This percentage is supported by other 
statements, some to the effect that Ruby 
was acquainted with 75 to 80 % of the police 
force. (CE 1467), There exists some evi- 
dence that Ruby was in fact a liason between 
the Dallas police and organized crime. (CE 
1761, CE 1763). 

/3/ Hank Messick, "Lansky" (Berkeley Medallion, 

1971), p. 131. 

/4/ Ibid, p. 196. 

/5/ Peter Dale Scott, "The Dallas Conspiracy,” 

Chapter IV, p. 9, "New York Times," 6/17/64 

/6/ Scott, Chapter VI, p. 9, Jack Anderson, 12/31/70 

/ 7/ Scott, Chapter VI, p, 5, Victor Lasky, "Kennedy 
Justice" (NY, Atheneum, 1971, p. 30) 

/8/ Scott, Chapter VI, p. 6 

/9/ Harry Hall, former Dallas gambler turned infor- 
mant, said he turned over 40% of his gam- 
bling profits to Ruby who "was supposed to 
have influence with the police, so that he 
would have no worry about any gambling ar- 
rest" (23 H 263). Hall also said that he 
and Ruby knew a "Texas millionaire named 
Bill Byers who came from Tyre, Texas and 
who was friendly with 2 other Texas million- 
aires, Murchison and Andraddy." Ruby had want 
ed Hall to help rob "Byers" of his bankroll 
and Hall heard later that "Byers was robbed 
while at the Del-Charro Hotel, La Jolla, 
Calif. This hotel is owned by Mr, Murch- 
ison." (23 H 263). This "Billy Byers" from 
"Tyre" would appear to be Texas oil million- 
aire Billie Byars from Tyler, Texas who 
"... like Murchison and Bedford Wynne was a 
political sugar-daddy for the Texas Oil 
Lobby." From Peter Dale Scott, "The Dallas 
Conspiracy," Chapter VI, pp. 2-3. □ 
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trying to achieve this , I must confess I was un- 
successful, but it is very possible that this inves- 
tigation of the House of Representatives would achieve 
in a lot shorter period than six years what we were 
unable to do in the courts. 

Q: The FBI is now known to have hounded Martin 

Luther King and there has been speculation that the 
FBI may have some way been involved in his death. 

Do you subscribe to this possibility? 

A: I have seen no evidence to that effect and I 

have seen in both the John F. Kennedy case and the 
Martin Luther King case that one has to be careful 
to distinguish between the crime and the investiga- 
tion. I think in the Martin Luther King case that 
the FBI because of its animosity for Dr. King may 
not have made what we would consider their best 
effort to investigate it. But we have made a long 
jump from that possibility to the possibility that 
the FBI had anything to do with killing. It seems 
to me that these are questions that gave the con- 
gressional committee the powers that they have. I 
don't really know that speculating gets anywhere. 

Committee to Investigate Assassinations: 

Why? — A Job Now Successful 

Q: Your Committee to Investigate Assassinations, 

what do you think it has been able to accomplish? 

Why was it formed? 

A: It was formed for two basic reasons. One 

was to get the critics of the Warren Commission 
to coordinate their efforts. The basic aims of the 
group were to gather information to keep the subject 
of John Kennedy's assassination alive until we could 
convince the Congress to reopen their own investiga- 
tion. Fortunately, I think we've been very success- 
ful. The subject has been kept alive. As the cli- 
mate in the country changed, the climate in Congress 
changed: we were able, with the help of a lot of 
other people, to persuade them to go in with a full- 
fledged investigation. We intend to turn over all 
of our investigation to them and to give any other 
assistance. 

The End of Speculation? — Perhaps 

Q: There’s been an eternal fascination with John 

F. Kennedy’s murder. Do you think when or if the 
House investigation reaches its conclusion that will 
lay to rest finally the speculation? 

A: I believe that if this House committee con- 

tinues to get the support in the next Congress that 
they have in the last months of this Congress, that 
they will investigate this killing thoroughly. I 
think they will cull out the leads, I think they 
will look at all the evidence, and if after that 
length of time and that length of investigating, 
they conclude that the Warren Commission was correct, 

I certainly think that 99.9 percent of the people 
will be satisfied. I must say that in all honesty, 

I know of a few people who are never going to be 
satisfied: at least you can never satisfy all of 
them because they each have a particular theory. 

And these theories are internally inconsistent if no- 
thing else. But I think that as a practical matter 
that if a congressional committee, and if not this 
one, maybe the Senate committee or maybe both of them, 
will attack the job they are supposed to do, I think 
that most of the doubts, if not all of them, will 
be laid to rest. □ 
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